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ABSTRACT 

In order to investigate the role meetings play in the 
dissemination of information in the language sciences, a 
questionnaire tras devised to he sent to the participants in selected 
professional meetings* The responses from the participants in each 
meeting vere to be analyzed to ohtain a composite picture of the 
vievpoints represented, and the composites representing each meeting 
trere then to he compared vith each other. Difficulties prevented the 
completion of the study. This report contains results from tvo 
meetings: the seventeenth Annual conference of the National society 
for the study of Communicatiojir and the Tventieth Annual Bound Table 
of Georgetown University. A list of meetings proposed for study 
appears in Appendix A. .Appendix B contains a sample letter of 
transmittal and a questionnaire. (Author/AH) 
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1. Dt'sign and ObjccUvos 



1.1. Definitions 

One of the channels of information av;(ikiblo to the langnagc scientist is the 
professional niccUng. The liniilcd study of professional nieolin£;s undertaken 
by the staff of the Languii^e Inforinaiion Network jind Clearinghouse 
System (L1NC5) i)i-ojcct of the Center for Applied Lingnistics (CAL) is 
directed toward the investii^aUon of this channel of inforinalion from the 
viewpoint of Ihose who attend Ihe nieelings. 

The term profes^sional meeting designates any forma! ^jathorini^ of scientific 
personnel for the purpose of discussing sonic aspect of ihcir field of interest. 
To be included within the scoi)e of this stiuly, a meeting nuist Ik j'cieVimt to 
the langi.iij^c sciences and nnist not be restricted to the staff or personnel of 
the sponsoring or^ianization. There is no restiiction regarding co-spontiorship. 
Many meetings arc co-sponsorcd by otlicr orgjni/.ations sncli as universities. 



1.2. Significance 

Preliminary suneys have indicated that meetings arc regarded as important 
channels of infornialion by language scientists. The infonnaitoi. obtained at 
a meeting is inmicdialc. Information obtained from printed sources is often 
oul-or-date by tlie time it appears. 

There are other means of obtaining immediate information, such as the 
telephone and coiTesi)ondence. A meeting, however^ offers the possibility of 
direct personal eontaet to all participants. Hiis contact may be spontaneous 
recpiiring neitlier the formality of introduction nor advance arrangement. 
Meetings also provide a forum to which a speaker may present and by which 
he may test his findings. 



1.3. Proccdnrcs 



In order to investigiite the role meetings play in the dissemination of 
information in the language sciences, a questionnaire was devised to be sent 



lo t\\Q parlit ipaiils jji selected peelings, TJic lists of jx^rlicipants were lo be 
oblaincci IVoin ihe spoiisorinji bodies as soon ;is possible uflcr llie meeliiiiis 
hiKl taken place. Tlie responses from llie participants in each nieeliiig were to 
be aniilyzed to obtain a eoniposile picture of the viewpoints repa^scnted, inid 
the composites representing each meeting were then to be compared with 
each other, A list of meetings proposed for study appears in Api>endix A. 

The questionnaire (see Appendix B) is in two scelions. Section A is direclcd 
primarily toward the specific meeting the respondent had attended and 
secondarily toward his opinions ofmeetings in general. Section B is directed 
toward obtaining minimal biographic data to provide a context in which to 
consider the responses to section A, Ihree basic questioJis are asked: Whaf 
were the reasons for attending the meeting? What was accomplished at the 
meeting? How do meetinijR compare with other channels and sources of 
information? Altliongh the questionnaire might have been designed to prot^e 
the subject more deeply^ tjie shorter :md simpler form was believed likely to 
elicit a greater response. Further, an in-dcpth study of one meeting was 
planned. (See scclioii 3.) 



1.4. Results 



It was not possible to carry out the i?tiuly as originally planned. First, 
bmlgetary restrictions necessitated a delay in implementation after tlie 
qncstionnaire^Was designed. Second, difficulties arose in acquiring lists of 
ixjrticipanls at the various meLMiiij^s. As of June 30^ 1969, three lists had 
been obtained. One was not usable, one was used, and tlic third was to be 
the subject of a later report. It wa*? planned to wntintie (his sti:dy through 
1969, after which a final report on the findings of the study was to be 
published. 



2. Hie Seventeenth Annual Conference 

of the National Society for the 
Study of Coinjnunication 

One of the conventions chosen for study was the Seventeenth Annual 
Conference of the National Society for the Study of Communication, which 
jnet in Cleveland, Ohio, from April 24-26, 1969, Tlie analysis of the 



rospons..*^ lo the qllc^iioilnair^: tlirccttnl io partici|XiiUs w;is intended lo scnc 
as It pilol ^Indv and to c-^tciblish guidelines Tor future analyses. 

In I'cspoiisc to a ivi]ucsl for a list of parlicip^nts at the Coiifcrencc, tlic 
Society sent a list of uhedulcti speakers and cUairnien, a eoinplctc ]ist of the 
participants not beintr available. Two jiersons were deleted from the original 
list, as ihcy were forei^:n resident^i* iuul ciiicstioniiaires were iiiaiied to the 83 
reinainint^. Of the 83 cnieslionnaires, 4 wic relinked by the Posl Office as 
nnde!ivend)k\ Thirty-seven iiKli\idna!s lesponded to the cpiestionnairc, of 
whom 2 stated that, ahhonsth sciiecitded lo attend, they had been unable to 
do so. 

There are tw-o liniitalions njion (he validity of Ihe data obtahieth As the list 
hicluded only the at-live participants, the gronp did not rcj)iesenl a 
eross-^ectio]l of those who atlended the ineetins;* Secondly* I'lc resj>onse nue 
was oidy Torty-scnvn percent, helov/ that needt^ for a valid sa]n|)le. 

hi spite of Ihe limitations, the analysis which foHows is comprehensive, far 
moie fomprehensi\e than the si/e of the sample warrants, Thi^ analysis was 
intend<.\I to ^crve as a model lor fnlnie stndics. 

The first daii* to be considered concerned tiie reasons lor altendanee. 



Table 1. Nmni er of Participants by Reason foi Attenclinti 



Reason Number 

Give n talk 09 

Hear a particular talk |9 

Broaden knowlcdi'.o of field in general 20 

Altei)d business or adnunistrative session jq 
See partienlar eolieague 

Represent employer \ 

Seek a new jwition 3 

Hire personnel i 



The table omits tho 2 respondents v;ho did not attend the meeting. Since 29 
of the 35 active partieipants who resj)on3ed attended to give talkSj it was 



assumed thai the remaining 6 chaired sonic sessions. llo\\xvcr, it shoulti l>c 
not^Hi that 2 who had delivered papers did not report this among their 
accomplishments at the meeting. 

As would bo cx])ccted from Ihc nature of the original mailing list^ tlic 
greatest mmibcr of people attended in order to deliver n tall;. Excluding this 
general reason, most attended fo hear a particular tatfc or to l>roadcn their 
knowledge. These last two reasons phis seeing a particular eollcaguc 
represented the nio^it common eomhination. In temis of the population 
analyzed, it is somewliat surprishig to note that 3 were seeking employment. 

The nnmhcr of persons who realized Iheir ohjeetivcs for attending the 
meeting pandlels the nunibers in table I closely. The major ticvir^fion is that 
one person who went to seek new employment was nnsucca'^slni, and one 
person hired new personnel altliough lie evidenily had not iiiiticipated so 
doing. 

Most respondents had at least part of their way i^iid (15 totally: 1 1 in part: 9 
none). The high mnnhcr prohai)ly again iTcflects the restricted nature of the 
mailing list. Six iudicated thai attending siieh meetings was a duty of their 
employment fone of the 6, however, had to pay his own way). Interestingly^ 
only one pcison reported his employer had sent him. 

Geographic distribution is .shown in fable 2. 
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Tabic 2, Number of hirlicipaiUs liy Stale of Residence 



Numlicr of 
Participants 



Ohio 

Pennsylvania 
Wisconsin 
Miclu^\;in 
New York 



6 
4 
4 

3 
3 



Illinois 

Kansas 
Oregon 



Floritia 
Indiana 
Iowa 

Kentucky 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
North I>;)kola 
Utah 

Washington 



Total 35 



The niimher of ii<irtieipan(s who had their way paid was eoniparetl wiUi the 
nnmber from each btate. As no patterning wis discernible, il may be 
concluded that having one*s wny paid had no effect upon attendance. 
Distauccj however, does seem significant. Most of the ivspontleiits came 
from virithin a 500-iuilc radins. 

Of ihc 35 who attended the meeting, one person attended none of the 
formal presentalions and one person altejided all. The rest spent tijne as 
follows: 4; twenty-five jicrcent; 6: thirty percent; 9: fifty percent; 5: sixty 
pcTCent; 9: seventy-five perceni. The average is slightly above fifty percent. 



Over the past 3 year5 attendance was evenly distributed at sessions of this 
meeting; 12 having; attended I previous meeting; 10 having attended 2;and 
12 having attended 3 past meetings. 




Twenty-eight rcporlf.^d that Ihcy had alttMidcd betm^cn I and 3 national 
profossionul meetings in thi^ \^\${ ye*ir; 6 reported between 4 and 5; 1 
reported 7; and 1 reported that he had attended none. There was 1 
non-rcsponso. 

There seems to be no ivhitionsiiip belweeji Ihc number of societies to which ^ 
t)ie rospondeius belongeiK and the number or meetings they liad attended in 
the past year. 



Table 3, Nnmber ofParticipants by Number of Society Memberships 
Number of Memben^hips Number of Participants 



Considering the number of past sessions or the meeting under analysis, the 
total number " professional meetings iillendcd in the past year, and the 
number of societies each respondent belonged to, it was possible to conclude 
only that Ihe respondents who attended this particular meeting were more 
likely to have attended o*hcr sessions of the same meeting. 

Tlic average number of societies to which the respondents belonged was 4. 
The most popular societies atnong the respondents were: the Central States 
Speech Association (21) and the Speech Association of America (19). The 
sponsoring society, the National Society lor the Study of Cominnnication 
accounted Tor 30. All other societies represented had a membership of 5 or 
lessajnoiig the respondents. The total number of societies was 46. 



4 
5 
6 
7 
8 



2 



3 
6 
7 
8 
3 
6 
3 



6 
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llic respondents were :iskcd to rate wtrious media of coninuinicntioii in tlieir 
order of importance in funiisliing in format ir a. 



Tabic 4. Media of Communication Ranked by Importance (composite) 



1. Journal articles 

2. Books 

3. NatioJial meetings 

4. Discussion with co!!eaiiites outside place of employment 

5. Discussion with colk-agiics at pluco of omployinont 

6. Colleagues! manuscripts and preprints 

7. Abstracts imd abstract journals 

8. Docimicnt .di.winination s>«;tc*ms 

9. Tet'lmical reports not inUiulcd for publication 

10. Oral prescntaH()i»s at sfaff mtTtinss 

11. Cotirswork and Ictture notes 

1 2. Correspondence 



To arrive at a composite picture of the responses, tlie following technique 
was used. TJic munbt-r ;;H*ntions each nie<lium received was uiultiplied by 
its importana' rating. Quest ioiuiairo instructions indicateil that the ntmiber I 
was assigned to the mo5;t important medium, 2 to the second most 
important, etc. These luiiubcrs were totalled for each medium and the media 
were arranged in rank order. Thus, Books were ni\c6 as the primary source 
of information by 1 1 respondents ami assigned a value of 1 1 (I x 1 1 equals 
1 1); they were rated as the second most important source of inforinalion by 
7 and assigned the value of 14 (2 x 7 is 14); and so on. Tlie total thus arrived 
at was I36r which placed Books after Journal articles (109). 

National meetings ranked third, with Discussions with colleagues outside of 
employment, as a source of inforniation. Respondents were to suggest ways 
of making meetings inoit; useful. Tlie most frequent suggestions were 
advance distribution of i>apers and provisioii for more hiformal discussion of 
papers. 
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3* TJic Tw?nii?lli Annii;*! Ronml T;il)Iv: Meeting 
on Linj/iiistics Mil UiijiiKiijo Suidics 



Tlic Twentieth AiinnnI RonntJ T;iblc iNJccliny^ held at Gcorgcto^vn Univci'sity 
M;ircli \'\ JUKI 15, JO^y^ wj^ sdccted for spcei.il aruilysls \i\ conncciion with 
the LINCS sUidy.Thc a*:ibons for ihi<^ choice wca* follows: 

L llic mcctinj; wns, because of its location, immediately ^icce^siblc. 

2. Its n-pnt.itioi) i';sucJi that le^iding llj^^na^s id the bngo^ire 

sciences ;iro allradcd lo it fron) idl p,irts of the United Slates. 

3. Since it is held at a nniveiMly while clnsses ;ire in session, 

stndents in the Lmjiiui'^.* '.eiences aa* also in attendance. 
A. Tlie couperalion of the host organi/:Uion, Geor^'etown University, 
was assured. 

5. "Hie nieelini^is nonnidly so ori!ani/ed that conlrohed obsenation 
IS fucilitaled. 

Two aj)])Hiaches v.vie lo W nsi\l in siudyins* this ineetini:. Pir<;t^ 2 stalf 
members were to atleiuJ il as obveners. Second, ihe rejinlar rrt'^fessional 
Meehn^s Qiieslionnahe was to be vnl to Ihe piirtieipanh after ihc nieelint 
had ;ulj(pnrned. "Jhe rcsj^nii-*es to ihe iiuestionuaires weie lo be analyzed in 
the eonlcM of the icports oi Ihe obseners. J I was hoj>ed ihal this lechnujoe 
would pU)V)de both an ni-dej>th analysis of this parlienlar meeting and also a 
means of cheeking ihe elTjcieney of the iiuesliomiairc. 

Several faeloi^^ hnwc\er, prevented the realization of ihc };oiils of Ihis *>art of 
the LINCS slndy. MrsK a bndt;e(ary reslriclion led lo an indefinite 
poslj)onement of the entire slndy. When this restriction was removed and 
(he decision in.tde to proceed w ilh the study, it was too laie lo train the slafT 
members ^vho were lo attend the meeting ir) the necessary field methods. 
Although 2 stalT members did in fact attend the meeting their observatiojis 
were limited to the formal aspects of the meeting. 

'Hie obscn-eni noted that^ in L^ntrast lo j>revious Round Table sessions, the 
topic of this meeting (Lingnislics and the Teaelnng of Standard L^nglish to 
Si>eal;crs ol" Other Unii^'nages or Dialects) was very specific and consequently 
did not have the broad appeal of previous topics. '11)0 cffeet of this was to 
attract a more hoinogeneons audience than usual, the gfcal niajority of 
whom were from the Waslunglon, D.C. area. It seemed that the audience 
rcpref^ented, for the most part, fields niai^hial to the language sciences^ such 
as education. Tlie observers also noted that the meeting had more the aura of 
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;i lecture series wluTCin (he expert informs the noii-bpeci;ili^l, i\m Uie u^m\ 
diaracier ol" n;i^t incetinijs ^vhe^oi^ one export suhinitteci lii^ findiii^j^ to 
other experts for review and di^cu^sion. Thus, it was not possible to use the 
Geori^etowii Roiintl T<iblc Meeting lo lest the tiuestionniure as it did not 
provitle the aiilicipiueii eross-seclion of the Lmgunge sciejiees, nor ^vns it n 
typical Jiioeting, 

Uiion receipt, ihe list of puitioipnnls at the meeting w;is cxaniinctl in the 
light of the ohscrv'oiions deseribcd above. Unfortunately, the iist oonsfsietl of 
n<iineSv without adtlresscs or professional afniiations. An extensive se^^reli 
thmiigh the rather sizable addix^ss files available to the LINCS project 
located the addn^sses: ofonly t^vellly-five i)orcent of the participants. If lll'ty 
percent of these responded lo the qnestionnairc^ the study ot* the Round 
Table Meeting ^vouItl have rested u|X)n a bnsis of thirteen percent, an 
inadcipiate sample. Of the addresses loeated, 100^ or uppmximrilely 
two-thirds, were in the l),C\ area, verifying;', the opjnjon5^of tlie obscnvrJr. As 
they hatt just been sent a c|uestionii;nre in eonneetion with tlie O.C- Cnse 
Study, it was feared Ihdl a potenlially serious public relati<*ns pa>l)lcm nii^^hl 
result if they were sent another queslionn.ttre so soon. In the li^jhl of all 
thc^e faetois, it wns deckled to cancel the slndy of the (Jeorgetowji Uound 
Table Meeting. 
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APPENDIX A 



Professional Meetings Designated for Ajialysis 
in Coiijnnction with (lie LINCS Professional Meetings Study 
(J;nuiary to June 1969) 



Alaska Poreign tangi!Cige Association 

pentml Suites Moticrn Liingtiage Toaoliers Associalion 

Gcor^otown University Round Table 

National Association of LangiiaiiC Labonitory Directors 

National Society lor the Study of Comnuinication 

Ohio Modem Langua;te Tt^achcrs Association 

SoiUhcastcrn Conference on Lln^iiislies 

WashiiiL'lon Association of I-^oieign Langimge Teachers 
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APPI-NDIX B 
tcUL^r orTransniiltal 



CEtlTER FOR APPUf.D LIKGmSTlCS 1/1/ Ma$£aciiu£d(s Avenue, K\% Washinglon, O.a 2003& 



Dciir Colleague: 

The Ccnlcr for Applied tiiigiiislics. under a gniid from tUe N;iti<>inil Scic^nce 
Fomid;iUon (ON-??!)^ is cnrrcnlly de?;igiiing u L;jngu;i*;e liiroriniiMoi) Nc(\i-"ork luid 
Cle;iiiii*;liotist* SysU^ni (LtNCS) wIikIi js to be a L"Otn]^reIiensK"C iiiforinnUon ^ysK-ni for (Ik* 
hiiigiuj»e scieiicoi. The term "l;ii\mi;ise sciences" incliir'cs studies of language ;ind 
l;iii*ini;i{?e-relut^.*d pliv-noiuona. Thus we aie (.>Mn.<."nied wilh inrorm-Uion fiow in sueli fi^.*lds;(s 
rending, speocli. I:n*:lish siiid fouiiMi Lii^itiutize 1e.u'liing> as well as with i^enoral and applied 
lingtirilk'^; and lani^>iiai:e-ivl;iUd aspoets of ps\vdiolo^!>. iiilorinnUon <»(."K"na\ coinputrr 
science", sotioloy, .inthropolofy, philosophy, biolu^y, jncdielnv, and physies. 

One of the most in>port"*ni pn^Mt*nis we Tace in dcsis;ning such a syhteni is to 
determine the itjfofination needs, ink-resls, pnibleiii^, and habits of ils potential n^ers, ^o 
lhal the system eaii l>e (k'signed to l>o of nia\iiinim bcneHt, relevance, and convenience to 
them. 

This qncslioimajrc is being sent to people \eho have recently attended professioiuit 
nteetings involving the language sciences. Its pniposc is to determine the reasons why people 
attend these meetings; what they do at thenr, and how they regard meetings as an 
information soiireo. In order to place the responses jn a proper perspective, minimal 
biographie infonnalion is also reguested. We hope that the ivsponse thus obtained can he 
directed tow^irds I he improvement ofprofessioUtd meetings as a ehamiei of infonnalion. 

Your rest:)onsc in filling out this cpicstionnairc would be of considerable help to us in 
determining how present and future information servlees can be of the greatest benefit to 
yon and yonr colleagues. We thank you for your interest and coopenition. 

Sincerely yours, 



A, Hood RolxTts 
Dirccfor 

Linguistic Documentation Program 
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QUESTIONNAIRE 



A. CONVIiMllON INPORMATIOX liio puriw of Wk following micMioiis is lo 
gather intoimjtjoii tihoul niilional jirolVs^ioiKii nioctings in tlie ungiKige aits jiid 
sciences :ind Ihoir roL^ .ib an eIk-eli\o inoan^ for tlie cxchiinse ot' infbniiiUion. 
*TIiis nicoting'*. i\s uwtl bolow, refers lo 

the Ohio Modem Unigiiage Tcaclu'n; Asvociatiur. Annnn! ^^ec(ing 
wliich met on April 11-12, 1969. 
L Name 2, Dale prepareti 



3. For wliicli of the following r^r,.^0Tis thd yon attend this meeting? Check wliicli- 
ever arc ap))lical>le. 

a ^To give a paper or talk e ^To see partiaihir collcaguc(s) 

h . T n hear ))artiuilar papcr(s) f Sent by employer 

or lalk(s) To seek a new position 

c To broaden kmnvledge of h Other (please specify) 

field in general 
d ^To attend business or 

adiniitistraiivc ses^^ion 

4. Considering 11k- reasons cited aliove. wUieh would yon say were actually accomplished 
by your attendance at this meeting? 



5. Wh.it perL"i.ntage froti^hly) of unir time at this meeting would yoti estimate to have 
beeu spent in iJvtnal atllndaiiee a( formal prL^sentations associated with this meeting? 

■ 257i 30;; 50% 157c 1 007E> 



6. If tlii^ iiKVlin^* is (hat is lt*^ld at r.:gnktr inter\'als, how many of them have yo: 
attended in the i?:ist three >'cais? 

7. Did you come to (hk meeting at your own expense? Yes ^ No la part 

8. Is attending meetings such as this one part of the duties of your einploymetit? 

9. PleaLc tis( ALL professional societies of whieh you are a mejnbcr. 



10, How many NATIONAL professional aiul seicntifie meetings involving the language 
arts and scienees have yon atiendal in the prist year? 

11. lo the btaok:^ below, please rate each of the med^a of coninumieation listed in terms 
of how important it is in rurnishing hiformation yon OLVd. Rate by using nmnbers 
with 1 for the most iniporlant, 2 for the second inovt imporlaiit, cte. If a given 
medium is NOT availalne lo you, write no in the blank next to it. 



a Books 

b.__JournaJ articles 

c DocmneiM dissemination systems 

e.g., ERIC 
d ^Technical reports, other jjapors 

not intendeu for publication 

e Abstracts, Abstract journals 

f, , Nnf»in;d meetings 



^Oral presentations at stafT 
meetings 

Xolleagitcs* mantiscripts or preprints 
Xorrespoiidence 

.Discussion with colleagues at place 
of cmploymcnl 

_Dis'jussion with colleagnes outside 
place of employment 



h Coursework and/or leetua^ notes 
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12, Wli:it snauestions Oo you liavc for iniproviiiii Uk- fiiiiclion of moctings a 
soiirco of iiironaatioii iii t)io ];intMi;ij;c arts or sciciiCtjs? Ple;isc use a scpnratc 
sheet of p;ij)cr if necessary. 



13, BIOGRAPHIC INM-ORffATION If you have ulrc;rily completed a National 
Regibier of ScieiUific and reclinieaJ Porsnmiel or a Roster of Liiigiiists 
questionnaire for the Center ^br AppUed Lingnistics^ yon muy omii Iho 
starred items mifess there has been some chanije, 

I, Mailhia address 



2, Date of birth 3, Sex: ni;iJe femaic 

*4, Place of birth 



*5, College and j)osl*i;Lidnafe training 



Collej^e or Ycar,^ Major Minor Degree 
Uniy cisifv jitU^iHleti stibiect £Ul?isiiJ U!lI»i--ili^jiEUiL 



%. List below tliosc fields in whicii yon foel yoii have ei^pecial competence or 
greatest interest (e.g,, stnictnral analysis). Include langnuges, if pcrtincntv 

a. d 

b e 

e f 



7, Are yon actively engaged in research or scholarship hi any of these specialties? 
If yes, j)lt;ase list: . \ 

8, List below those languages in which you are able to READ material about yonr 
fioid, 

ii c e 

b d f 
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*9. PIcast; indicate wJjat yon conskler yoursclt to be pmfosMonally (e.g., 
diaknlologist; I;jnj3;nisijc te^iclicr). Do not use a job de^^iription 



*10. EniployhleiU stiiEus (clicck whichever an* applicable). 

a. FiiJl-timc empioyeci 

b Part-time employed 

e Fnlkinic stndent; wacre? ^ 

d Part-time student; wiierc? 

e Retired 

f. Not employed and not seeking eniploymcjit 

g ScL^kinis employment 

*JJ. If you are full- or part-time employed, please supply the following: 

Name of employer , 

Phiec of employment 

Title of position (ii" tcadiing, j)leavj give subjeel) 



Section or department 



*I2. Pkiisc Jif;t your piibliejtions, by title and dale (if article, eite publication); or 
atlaeh a jKrsonal bibliognij)hy. 
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